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ABSTRACrr 

The species listed in the Anrwtatul Chaklnt oj the Vascular Plants oj Collier, Dade, and 
Monroe lounlies. Florida { N65) as occurring in the three southernmost counties of Florida 
have been compared with those species included in A Flora of Tropical Florida (1971, 1976) 
and with the known flora of the area. Corrections are made by deletion of 62 species and six 
families reported to occur in South Florida, restoration of 18 species and one family once 
reported but later omitted, and assignment of 23 names that should have been included in 
synonymy in the later publication. 

The vascular flora of Florida is a fascinating one, varied and exotic 
beyond that of any other state in eastern North America. The abundance 
and novelty of this flora, and the economic and aesthetic interest in it by a 
rapidly expanding human population, has made welcome those too-few 
efforts to describe or merely to enumerate its plants. 

It is inevitable, given the demand for studies of the states flora, the 
paucity of experienced floristic botanists in the area, and the pressures 
upon them to make their information available, that preliminary listings 
and tentative identifications will be placed in print. Lack of time either in 
the field or in the herbarium, lack of access to literature or authoritatively 
named specimens, or lack of adequate understanding of the biological 
realities that keep plant distribution from being a random and wholly un¬ 
predictable event, all have doubtless contributed to the publication of 
errors. Such errors, once unequivocally placed in print, gain a life of their 
own, being copied and recopied with ever increasing verisimilitude, and 
arc suppressed only with great difficulty. 

No writer dealing with technical minutiae can be free of all error, and in 
most circumstances later commentators arc perhaps best advised to make 
corrections gently by stating the facts accurately without specific mention 
of aberrant views. We do feel an obligation, however, where the general 
topic (plant identification and distribution in the state of Florida) is so in¬ 
timately tied to our professional experience and knowledge, and particu¬ 
larly where one of us by implication is responsible for the statements made. 
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to document as clearly as we can, errors in this field with the hope that such 
documentation will inhibit their repetition in later publications. 

In 1965 the Fairchild Tropical Garden and the University of Miami 
Press released an AiniotatecI Checklist of the Vascular Plants of Collier, Dade, 
and Monroe counties, Florida. Its authorship was given as Dr. Olga Lakela, 
University of South Florida, Tampa, and Dr. Frank C. Craighead, of rhe 
Lvergladcs National Park and Fairchild Tropical Garden. This listing was 
welcomed in southern Florida and served as a standardized tabulation of 
the flora of these three counties until superceded by Robert W. Long & 
Olga Lakcla’s A Flora oj Tropical Florida, University of Miami Press, 197 1. 
The Annotated Checklist contained 1,470 species of ferns, gymnosperms, 
monocotyledons, and dicotyledons, and for most gave the habitats, the 
counties, and in many cases the exact areas from which specimens had 
supposedly been collected or reported. Documentation was stated to be 
based on the herbaria of the Everglades National Park, the University of 
Miami, the University of South Florida, and on previously published 
records. 

In what remains as an inexplicable misunderstanding, the present 
second author’s name was listed, following that of Dr. Lakela, as co-author. 
Fie was not. This publication was not his doing, and he did not request nor 
anticipate that his name be so credited. He did give of his time and inform¬ 
ation to Dr. Lakela during her trips to southern Florida, and he did give her 
free access to the herbarium of the Everglades National Park, of which he 
was then curator and to which he had largely contributed. It must be attri¬ 
buted to the generosity of Dr. Lakela that she so acknowledged this help. 
But it has left him in the uncomfortable position of being considered 
responsible for errors that he had no part in making, and even further of 
being aware that his tentative identifications, never intended to be presen¬ 
ted as defmitive, are the source at least in part of statements in the Annota¬ 
ted Checklist that are patently false and denigrate the scholarship of its 
authors.' 

'My friend and co-author. Dr. Frank Cdxipcr C^raighcad, died 15 May f9H2. After his retirement as a 
U S. D. A. entomologist, "Craig" became the unofficial but highly respected botanist of the Everglades 
National Park. Mis enrhusiastic and perceptive field studies in this second career produced a number of 
botanical pubheatmns including Onhul\ amt Other Atr Plants oJ the Everglades National Park (196^) and 
'frees of South Ploruta ( 197 1). 

{.raig was not a man of mild temper. It was at his urging that 1 began this compilation m the early 
1970s. Encouragement was also received from George N Avery, a meticulous collector and field 
observer of rhe flora t)f southern Florida. But with rhe loss rhrough death of those persons immediately 
concerned (Robert William Long, 21 July 1976, Olga Korhonen Lakela, 17 May 1980, George Newton 
Avery, ca. 12 July 198 5), other tasks took precedence 

Now, with a resurgence of interest m the plants of Florida, and with srate-wide floristic projects 
actively underway in lallahassee, Gainesville, Tampa, and Miami, it seems time to make these notes 
available. — D.B W 
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The inadequacies of this preliminary annorated lisrin^^ were apparent, 
and the authors of A Floni ofTropiail Vlorida clearly attempted exculpation 
by disregarding this earlier production. Nowhere in the 962 pages of their 
197 1 book, neither in the list of “selected” references nor at any other 
appropriate point, is there mention that six years earlier one of them had 
authored a treatment of the plant species of the identical geographic area. 

But this earlier annotated listing cannot so simply be ignored. Copies of 
it abound, and are regularly cited by authors interested in the flora of 
southern Florida (Al-Shchbaz 1985; Austin 1980; Miasek 1978; Miller 
1971a, 1971b; Poppleton et al. 1977; Rogers 1984, 1985; Spongberg 
1978; Webster 1967; etc.). Further, a peculiar stylistic feature of the Flora 
has left the earlier Annotated Checklisi still its essential companion. This is 
the practice of A Flora of Tropical Florida, apparently unique in recent 
North American local floras, of omitting almost all exact statements of 
distribution in the treated area for almost all species. The Annotated Check¬ 
list, although its distributional information may not be detailed to the 
degree desired, at least goes well beyond the larger book in specifying the 
counties from which collections have been seen or reports cited. 

This disregard of the earlier Annotated Checklist by the authors of A Flora 
of Tropical Florida has left in a botanical limbo the names that appeared in 
the listing but not in the later book. A contemporary reviewer (Gillis 
1973 ) noted that such names exist and suggested that ir is an obligation of 
floristic writers to account for previous names recorded (and previously un¬ 
challenged) for the area they treat. 

We support this policy most strongly. It seems particularly appropriate 
that an author who is aware of an error in his own work be the one to call 
attention to his earlier erroneous statement, thus most effectively remov¬ 
ing doubt as to its invalidity. But when a previous author has not taken the 
opportunity to do so, the mantle of responsibility falls more broadly on the 
botanical community, and those with information that might prevent error 
by a still later generation of writers would themselves appear obligated to 
make correction. It is in this spirit that we have undertaken the present 
task. 

The following listing is intended to be comprehensive only of the 103 
names that appear in the 1965 Annotated Checklist that cannot be accounted 
for (in one way or another) in the 197 1 A Flora of Fropical Florida or in its 
essentially identical 1976 “new edition.” Additional names used in the 
Annotated Checklist, perhaps two to three times as many as in the following 
list, are not used for species in the later publication but are recorded as 
synonyms under a name accepted in the Flora or are otherwise un¬ 
ambiguously traceable. 
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The vanished names may be accounted for in one of three ways. First, 
and most numerous, are those species reported on the basis of mis- 
identifications, where the error appears to have been detected and the 
species was correctly cieletcd ftom the later Flora. Sixty-two such species 
have been noted by us, and had the Flora contained the customary account¬ 
ing of excluded species, these names would have been disposed of in that 
publication. ’ 

These names constitute somewhat over 4.29f of the species enumerated 
by the Annotated Checklist. They include the sole representatives in South 
Motida (here defined, as in the two publications under discussion, as limi¬ 
ted to Collier, Dade, and Monroe counties) of eighteen genera and six 
families (Araliaceae, Marsileaceae, Nyssaceae, Punicaceae, Sparganiaceae, 
Zosteraceae). 

It must be made clear that additional species are included in the Annota¬ 
ted Checklist which we do not believe occut in South Florida. Our own un¬ 
derstanding of their ranges casts immediate doubt on the inclusion of such 
species as Cakile edentida. Carya floridana, Hypericum galioides, Juniperns 
silicicola, Oxalis stricta { — 0. cymosa), Polygonumpersicaria, Prunella vulgaris, 
Sabatia tampanulata., and Vinca minor., some of which we are not aware occur 
in Florida, much less in the southernmost counties covered by the Flora. 
But each of these names is included in the Flora (some with qualifications), 
and thus their tabulation falls outside the present scope of our study.’ 

It IS worth comment thiit there is no standardized way of handling species that arc reported for the 
area tinder study but are believed inappropriate for inclusion. Three exemplary tloras demonstrate this 
diversity of treatment. Deatn {Flont of hut, a mi 1940) gathered his 707 excluded species into a single 
appendix. Steyermark {Floni of iWissonri I96q listed his excluded species at the end ol each genus. Voss 
{l\\ichiy,dn Flora 1972, 1985) inserted his excluded species m the text of the species with which they were 


As with the names recorded m the Aiiiwtated Cbecklist, the presence of a name in A Flora of Tropical 
Florida does not consistently reHect the presence of that species m the flora of southern Florida. Persons 
who give only cursory review of this strange publication cannot appreciate the large number of species 
listed therein that actually are unknown m South Florida, either as herbarium collections or as modern- 
day populations. 

The lollowmg names, together with the names listed in rhe above text, arc offered as a partial 
tabulation ol species mcliulcd in A Flora oj Tropnal Florida thar appear not to be known in the llora of 
South Florida: Aianlhospernunn aintralc. Aniaranthns lannabinus. Amoraaa acjuatica. Asimuia ipeciosa. 
Asplciiiiiii platyiiairoii. Bacopa cylopbylLi. Bipioma caprcolala. Brauua kaba. Ccndirm longignmis. Chlorh 
ncglata. Chrysopws (Hamjthcui) floridana. Ekoihans vivipara. Eragroslis umplex ( = E. amiiigii), Flavena 
floridana, F/iirma longa. Geheniuim semperrimis. Geiitunia paimlliatia. Jumni trigonoiarpm, LagerOroemta 
imlua. iMiiihi pcrpunlla. Leptochloa filijormu. Linaria floridana. Liqiiidambar styraiifliia. Lobelia floridana. 
Lyiopodmm iLiuilinianiini. Najai jlexihs. Nyssa sylvatna (s.l.), Oncidiiim hahaniense. Oxalis violaiea. 
PetaloMenion pinnatnm. Punis paluMrn. Polygonella fmbnatu, Polygonum hir.ailiim. Rhe.xia nashii. 
Rhymhospora iniindala, Rnhns cuneifalim. Sagillaria kiirziana. Salsolakah. Selaginella apoda. Selartaglauia. 
Sileneanlirrhina. Snpa aienacioide^. Siiaeda niariliina. Tradesianlia obiensis. Tragwla (Graliola)pdo.ui, Typha 
angintijolia. Valeriana uandens, Zannnbellia paliislns. 
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A second category of vanished names is composed of the species that 
were reported in the Annotated Checklist but were not retained by the Flora 
even though the species is known in South Florida or may reasonably be 
assumed to have existed there in the recent past. Considerable latitude is 
required in the assignment of a species to a flora, for at the poorly 
documented end of the scale one or more specimens may exist yet there be 
little doubt that the species is no longer present in a living state. Such 
quasi-components of a flora are perhaps best handled in the form of a note, 
with the species left unnumbered or in some way or other given a secondary 
or tentative status. 

We have found eighteen species and one family (Zingiberaceae) which 
we believe to be proper inclusions in the flora of South Florida that should 
not have been dropped by the Flora. Six of these, for nomenclatural or other 
reasons, require names different from those used in x\\(c. Annotated Checklist. 

Finally, a third category of vanished names is simply a tabulation of syn¬ 
onyms that the Flora has failed to assign to an accepted species. These 
names are retained in the present listing since the inconsequentiality of this 
correction is of course not apparent to the person attempting to trace a 
name from the Annotated Checklist to the appropriate treatment in the 
Flora. We have considered twenty-three names worthy of comment. 

We have listed these vanished names in alphabetic order, rather than in 
the sequence originally used, as an aid to rapid checking. Data as to habitat 
and range given in the Annotated Checklist are here repeated in quotes, ex¬ 
cept for those names that should have been treated as synonyms by the 
Flora. The use of “C,” “D,” or “M” in these quoted passages is the code used 
in the Annotated Checklist in reporting species as present in the counties of 
Collier, Dade, and Monroe. Habitat and range data as given for those 
species that we believe should be deleted from the flora of South Florida are 
of course considered erroneous. 
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J.JST OF (:CiRRFX;TIONS 

Aoian'ium c;arili iis-vrNFRis. “Moist hammocks, solution holes, CDM.” This fern is 
not known south of Hernando County (Correll 19^8; Wherry 1964- FLAS- USF) DELETE 
SPECilES. 

Ai.ocasia indica. "Homestead, D." This (or A. macrorrhtza (L.) G. Don) is perhaps 
cultivated as a rare novelty, but is not known by us as an escape. DELETE SPECIES and the 
genus Aloa/sui. 

Ai.oi- \'i.ra. This name does not appear as a synonym under Aloe harbe^densis Mill., by 
which name the species is treated in the flora (p. 281). Dates of publication of these two 
names, however, indicate the correct name is Aloe vera (L.) Burm. f.' 

Auai.ia spino.sa. Hammocks, D. The flora (p. 659) qualified the earlier report with 
ap|sarenrly not well established in south Fla.” No Dade County specimens have been 
located, and the species apparently does not extend south of Polk County (FLAS, USF). 
DELFH E SPLC.IES, the genus Aralia, and the Ataliaceae. 

Brac.iiiari A PLANT ACiiNEA. Moist ground, D. This Brazilian grass has now escaped at 
several places in Florida, but no collections have been seen south of Palm Beach County 
(FLAS). Brachiana suhquadrtpara (Trin.) Hitchc. is a frequent escape in South Florida and 
was treated in the flora (p. 168); it was not recorded m the Annotated Checklist, and the 
presumption is that the earlier name was based on a misidentification. DELETE SPECIES. 

Cakiit- i.ANt.Eoi.ATA. Coastal beaches, DM.” Our understanding of Caktle is that it is 
represented in South Florida by two entities, both subspecies of C. lanceolata\ ssp. lance- 
olata, and ssp. fttstformis (Greene) Rodman (Rodman 1974; FLAS; USF). The Annotated 
Checklist has these two (the second in the form of an unpublished combination attributed to 
J. P. Patman), but has also C. edenttda (Bigel.) Hook., a northern species that we have not 
.seen .south of St. Johns and St. Lucie counties (Rodman 1974; FLAS). The flora (p. 431) 
recorded C. edentida (with a note that it is only "presumably” in its area), and C. fiisiformis\ 
the flora should have retained both C. lamenlata and C. ftisiformis, either as two species or as 
lesser entities of C. lanceolata, the prior name. RESTORE Cakile lancenlata (Willd ) O E 
Schulz. 

Cap.sktim i Rtn f.scfn.s. "Hammocks, CDM.” Recent workers generally treat this 
species as distinct from Capsicum ann/iiim L. (cf. Smith & Heiser 1951; Heiser & Pickersgill 
1969; contra, Shinners 1956). The common native species in South Florida is C. friitescens, 
and was correctly so recorded in Annotated Checklist. Occasional plants of C. anntttim L. 
var. avHiilare (Dierb.) D Arcy & Eshbaugh (1973) occur, perhaps as escapes, throughout 
Florida and could appropriately have been included in the checklist; the flora (p. 759) 
reported only this species, as C. ann/iiini var. minimum (Mill.) Heiser. RESTORE Capsniim 
jriiteicens L. 

Cassia corymmosa. "Homestead, D.” This shrub is restricted in cultivation to central 
and north Florida (Isely 1975). We do not believe it escapes even within this northern 
range. DELETE SPECIES. 


This plant was hrsr de.scribcd hy l.innac-us in 175 C as Aloe perfoliala var. vera. Linnaeus' varietal 
epithet was transferred to specific level by Burman in 1768, while Miller, also in 1768, independently 
described the species as B harhmleiisis. Following the analysis of Reynolds (1966) that the name Aloe 
harbadeiias Mill antedated Aloe vera (L.) Burm. f., Miller's name has obtained wide use. Bur more 
precise daring of the relevanr publications (Srancu 1967) indicates that the appropriate portion of 
Butman's flora hutiui appeared "Mar-Apr (ante 6),'' while Miller's The Gardeners Dictmiuin was pub¬ 
lished 16 April. .Moe vera would thus appear to be the prior name by a minimum often days (Newton 
1979). 
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Cavaponia RAt:EMO.SA. “Hammocks, Everglade Keys, D.” This habitat and location 
data would appear taken directly from Small (1933) which in turn is based upon early 
collections from Dade County {Small & Carter 792 in 1903, NY; Small & Wilson 1593 in 
19()'1, ISIY\ Small & Carter 2722 in 1906, NY). Although the F/ora cautioned (p. 816), “No 
recent collections of this species from south Fla. have been seen, and it may no longer be in 
our area,” it was found again in 1976 (Castcllow Hammock Park, Dade County, Avery 486, 
FLAS, FTG). Small’s identification, however, was in error, and has been correcred by R. R 
Wunderlin. RESTORE (replace with) Cayaponia amertcana (Lam.) Cogn. in DC. 

Ceanotiifis americanus. “Drier sites - C.” We have not seen this species south of Polk 
County, and Brizicky (1964b) was not willing to extend its range south of “northern 
Florida.” The Flora (p. 582) recorded the species only as a note, remarking that it “...may 
occur locally in our area. However, we have seen no specimens from south Fla,” DELETE 
SPECIES and the genus Ceanothns. 

Chamaes'i CE ciiitiGENES. Burch (1965) has considered this name as synonymous with 
C. bloclgettii (Engelm. ex Hitchc.) Small. 

CHAMAESYt;E coRDiEOLiA. “Sand duncs, CDM.” Correctly interpreted, this is a 
northern species. Burch (1965) did not record it south of Highlands and Lee counties. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Chamaes'i’Ce c;emei.i.a. Burch (1965) treated this as synonymous with C. opthalnuca 
(Pers.) Burch. 

CHAMAE.S’i'CE Gi.OMERi PER A. Burch (1965) Considered this as synonymous with C. hyper- 
ktjoita (L.) Mi lisp. 

Chamaesvce MATHEWSII. Burch (1965) included this with C. maculata (L.) Small. 

CHAMAE.SYt;E MosiERi. Butch (1965) trcatctl this within C. garheri CFngelm . ex Chapm.) 
Small. 

CiiRY.sop.sES mk;ro(.ephai.a. "CDM. ” We fully agree with Small (1933), Dress (1975), 
and Semple et al. (1980) that Chrysopsis. Ptt]opsis, and Heterotheca merit separate generic 
recognition. Dress (195.3) included this entity within the typical variety of Pityops/s 
{Chrysopsis) gramtntjolia, assigning it a range in Florida south only to Bradford and Flagler 
counties, while Semple & Bowers (1985) interpreted it as within var. tenuifolia which they 
extend to southern Florida. Although the Flora (p. 855) could perhaps have placed this in 
synonymy under its Heterotheca graminifolta \i-A.s.gramitiifolia , one might best avoid use of the 
name. DELETE SPECIES. 

CuR’i'SGPSis ni:rvo.sa. “Pineland, CDM." Although viewed by Semple & Bowers 
(1985) as a variery ol Phyopstsgraminifolta , we supporr Dress (1975) in retaining P. nervosa at 
sjsecific rank. This species is common in South Florida and is perhaps what the Flora (p. 
855) intended by its Heterntlma gramnufolia var. iraiyt. RESTORE (replace with) Pityopsis 
nervosa (Willd.) Dress. 

CiENEiiEGO.siA HETEROPH’i EEA. This spccies was excluded from Florida (Fryxell 1969), 
our plant now being known as C. yiicatanensis Millsp. The Flora (p. 593) treated these 
species correctly but did not clearly indicare the (srevious assumption that they were 
idcnrical. 

Ceerohendron eragran.s. The plant intended by the Annotated Chaklist is widely 
cultivated in Florida and occasionally escapes. We are in agreement with Moldcnke (1980) 
that this name should be placed in the synonymy Clerodemlrinnphilippinnnt Schauer, by the 
Flora (p. 737). 

Ci.ii.siA Fi.AVA. “Not seen recently, hammocks. Key West, M. " Wood & Adams (1976) 
have pointed out the reports of this tropical species for Florida are unsubstantiated, the 
specimens so labeled being C. Jacq. DELETE SPECIES. 
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Cypkkus INFLPXUS. Horvat (1941) and other workers have considered this a synonym of 
Cyperiis cir'ntatui Rottb. 

CvPKRUS PSEUDOVP,GF.TUS. “Low ground, CD.” This species is one of several closely 
related to C. t’imis Michx. They were well understood by McGivney (1938). We have not 
seen collections south of northern Florida. The present report should probably be referred to 
either C. distinctiis Stcud. or C. surinamensts Rottb., both common in South Florida and 
correctly cited by the Flam. DELETE SPECIES. 

Df;.sm()duim ciLiARE. “Cutlcr Ridge, D,” This species is predominately northern and is 
rare south of Alachua County. It is, however, in Dade County, as documented by recent 
collections {Atu'citer in 1958, FLAS; Avtry 486 in 1968, FLAS). It should not have been 
deleted by the Flora. RESTORE Desmodiam ci/iare (Muhl. ex Willd.) DC. 

Di-smodium i.iNEATtiM. "Homestead, D." This species is largely northern, with only a 
few collections seen by us south of Alachua County. In Dade County we know of it only as a 
collection from a “scarified lor. Homestead” (Hawkins 41 in 1927, FLAS). We have no 
reason to believe that this specimen was the source for the above report, but it provides 
sufficient verification. RESTORE Desmndium lineatum DC. 

DitiFFARiA i>ivER.siFE()RA. “Old ficlds and roadsides, CDM.” Swallen (1963) has dis¬ 
tinguished this tropical species, found in Dade and Monroe counties, from D. ciliaris 
(Retz.) Koel. ( - D. a.\iendem (HBK.) Henr.). Swallcn’s name, however, was not the earliest. 
RESTORE (replace with) Digilaria bienrnis Rocm. & Schult. ex Loud. 

Dkutaria fii.iFORMis. “D.” This species is largely northern; we have seen no collections 
from peninsular Florida, South Florida collections arc probably to be referred to D. villosa 
(Walt.) Pers. DELETE SPECIES. 

Doeichos HO.SEi. “Agr. Exp. Sta. Homestead, D.” This species is perhaps better known 
as Wigna hosei (Craib) Back. Ir has been introduced into Florida on an experimental basis, as 
a possible ground cover. It is not known to escape. DELETE SPECIES. 

Ei.i;o(;haris AEnioA. “Wet soils, D.” This distinct species is known in Dade County, 
with several recent collections (Gillis 10865 in 1971, FLAS; Aveiy / 796 in 1972, FLAS). It 
should not have been deleted by the Flora. RESTORE Eleochans albida Torn 

Ei.eocharis liQLiiSEToiDES. “Wet gladcland, solution holes.” This species is not known 
south of Lake County (Ward & Leigh 1975). Sourh Florida collections probably should be 
referred to Flmharn interstmcta (Vahl) R. & S.; this species was not reported in the Annotated 
Checklist but correctly does appear in rhe Flora (p. 219). DELETE SPECIES. 

Ei.EiuiAN'i'oini.s TOMENTo.su.s. “Pincland dryer sites, CDM.” James (1959) and Ward 
(1975) have described this species as not extending closer to South Florida rhan Leon and 
Wakulla counties. The only South Florida representative of this genus is E. elatus Bertol. 
The earlier error was correcred, but not explained, in the Flora (p. 877). DELETE 
SPECIES. 

Eri.anc.fa iNt;ANA. “D.” The report of this species is from Moldenke (1944). He flatly 
stated it to be in cultivation. We do not know otherwise. DELETE SPECIES and the genus 
Erlangea. 

Fimhris'fvi.i.s HARPFRi. Ward (1968) and Krai (197 1) have rreated this name as inclu¬ 
ded with Fimhristylis caroliniana (Lam.) Fern. It should have been so indicated by the Flora 
(p. 216). 

FtiRCRAFA MACROPiiYFLA. “D.” The Flora (p. 290) treated this species only as a note, 
remarking ir “may persist” from cultivation. It is rarely if ever cultivated and there appear 
to be no reports, nor documenting s]uximens, of its persistence. We see no need to retain 
such an insubstantial supposition even as a note. DELETE SPECIES. 

Gai.ac'i lA HRA( IlYi’ODA. “Miami, D.” This name is based on A. W. Chapman collec- 
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tions from tlie vicinity of the Apalachicola River, norrhwestern Florida. Although Rogers 
(1949) maintained it as a species, it seems more probably an aberrant form of the northern 
Galact'ta erecta (Walt.) Vail. A Dade County collection cited by Rogers (dry rocky soil, 
Miami, Hood 71863 in 1912, FLAS) is apparently an atypical G. volubtln (L.) Britt. This 
last species may be what was intended by the above report. DELETE SPECIES. 

Grf.wia popiiLiFoiJ a. “Fantastic gardens. South Miami, D.” This species is now 
becoming frequently cultivated in South and Central Florida but is nor known to escape. 
DELETE SPECIES and the genus Grnvia. 

Fi’s’MKNOt;ALLi.s CAS MANKNSis. Reccnt authors (Adams 1972; Correll & Correll 19H2) 
consistently place this name in synonymy under Hymenocallis latifolia (Mill.) Rocm. 

Jatropha MANiHO'r. “CDM.” Rogers (1963) has treated this plant, the manioc or 
cassava, as Manihot escnlenta Crantz. The Flora (p. 536) accepted this name but failed to give 
its synonym. This frost-sensitive species is very sparingly grown on the Florida keys and in 
Dade County, but we do not believe it persists outside of cultivation. The only basis for its 
inclusion by Small (1933) and the Flora appears to be a 1904 collection by J. K. Small 
reported by Webster (1967), from what was likely a cultivated source. DELETE SPECIES 
(and Manihot escnlenta). 

Kalanciioe CRENA'i'A. “Waste places — CDM." The Flora was of two minds as to the 
inclusion of this species. It was treated as a note (p. 4 38), with the statement, “in disturbed 

sites and hammocks_no specimens, however, have been seen recently.” This is not one of 

the more vigorous species, and we are unaware that it ever escapes. DELETE SPECIES. 

Kallstrohmia intermedia. “Florida Keys, M.” Porter (1969) assigned this name to 
the synonymy of Kallstroemia parviflora Norton, a species not known to occur in Florida. 
Our representative of this genus is K. maxima (L.) Hook. & Arn. DELETE SPECIES. 

LAtaiNAN ruES i iNcroRiA. This name should have appeared in the Flora as a synonym of 
Lachnanthes caroliniana (Lam.) Dandy. It does appear in place of the correct name in the 
legend for the Flora’s plate of the species (p. 292). 

Landuas SPF.CIDSA. “Cult. — D.” This species is better known as Alpinia zerumbet. It 
was collected in Addison Hammock, Dade County, as early as 1915 (FLAS) and has since 
been found repeatedly as an escape in the south and central parts of the state. RESTORE 
(replace with) Alpinia zerumbet (Pers.) Burtt & R. M. Sm., and Zingiberaccae. 

Lemna minima. “Canals, D.” Daubs (1965) recognized a species under this name, 
although he used it for plants occurring no closer to Florida than Texas. His specimens, 
however, conform to Lemna minor L., a species rare in Florida and unknown south of Glades 
County (Landolt 1986). We su.spect zhe Annotated Checklist may have had the very similar L. 
olncura (Austin) Daubs, which is common. DELETE SPECIES. 

Lemna valdiviana. “Stagnant pools, C.” Peninsular Florida is appropriate for the 
reported range of this species. D. W. Hall has inlormed us he has seen collections of it from 
Collier and Dade counties, and E. Landolt has provided us an unpublished map showing its 
presence in Collier County. RESTORE Ioanna valdiviana Phil. 

LiMNDBiDM SPONCiiA. “Shallow waters, C.” This distinctive aquatic is rare south of Polk 
and St. Johns counties, but we have seen a specimen from Collier County {Atwater M-137 in 
1959, FLAS). RESTORE Limnobium spongui (Bose) Steud. 

Lociinera minor. “Wasteland — CDM." The Flora (p. 701) retreated to a note that 
this species (Vinca minor L.) “...is widely cultivated and has been collected as an escape in 
Palm Beach County. It may also occur locally in our area.” Even this more modest distribu¬ 
tion does not accord with our observation that this northern species cannot be cultivated 
successfully in peninsular Florida. DELETE SPECIES (and Vinca minor) and the genus 
Lochnera . 
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LoKiNsiiKiA ARiiOLA i A. "Opcn hammocks, COM." We have not seen specimens of this 
fern south of Glades County, although Corrcll (1938) reported a Lee County collection. 
DELETE SPECIES and the genus Lonnserui. 

LunwKiiA IN ri-KMi-ni A. This combination, as published in the Annotated Chukl'nt, is 
illegitimate. Its basionym, Isnardia intermedia Small & Alexander, was treated by Munz 
(1965) with Ladivigta repens Forst. 

Lhowic.ia UAi-U.sTRis. “Frcsh water, CDM.” We have seen this species south to 
Charlotte and Lee counties (FLAS), but not farther. It is easily eonfused with Lnduigia repens 
Forst., which is eommon in southern Florida. DELETE SPECIES. 

Li'nwK.iA SPA rHui.ii-oi.iA. “Low ground, D.” This plant is related to L. curtissii 
Chapin, with which it has hesitantly been combined by a recent monographer (Peng 1989). 
Since its type locality is near Pcrrine, Dade County, the name should have been addressed 
by the Flora. Pending a further judgment as to its status, RESTORE Ludwipia spathniifniia 
Small. 

Ma( AOAMiA TPRNii'OLi A. “Spicc and FruitPatk, Fiomesread D." This tree is occasional¬ 
ly cultivated in Florida, bur does nor escape. DELETE SPECIES and the genus Macadamia. 

Mammra AMi-RK.ANA. “Canal edge, Tamiami Trail, D." This tree is infrequently cultiva¬ 
ted, and is tender. The Flora (p. 609) believed it “probably is not established." Its report as 
an escape was based upon Moldenke (19-11). Without further indication of its persistence, 
we believe it best excluded from our flora. DELETE SPECIES and the genus Mantniea. 

Marsh.I'A vkstita. “D.” Old reports of this fern ally from “Orange Beach,” Dade 
County, were based on a collection {llnderivood 66 in 1891, PH) from Orange Bend, Lake 
County (Ward & Hall 1976). In this century it has been known in Florida only in Franklin, 
Hillsborough, Sarasota, and Seminole counties. DELETE SPECIES, the genus Aiarsilea^ 
and the Marsileaceae. 

N'i'.s.sa .ss LVATicA VAR. HiFi.oRA. “Swamps, C.” We have not seen rhe swamp tupelo (for 
which we prefer N. biflora Walt.) south of Glades County. (The typical black tupelo docs 
not extend south of Alachua County.) There appears to be no previous report Irom Collier 
County. Monachino & Leonard (1939) ealled attention to a specimen labeled as from 
Lignum Vitae Key, Monroe Counry (Small & Britton in 1919, NY), but H. K. Rickert 
(pers. comm., 1966) was unable to relocate the specimen. The Flora (p. 6-l8) noted the 
Lignum Vitae Key collection, but remarked, “No recent collections have been seen, and its 
occurrence in our area is doubtful." DELETE SPECIES, the genus Njssa, and the 
Nyssaceae. 

A series of specimens attributed to Lignum Vitae Key and distributed to rhe IJniversiry 
ol South Florida and perhaps elsewhere is unquestionably in gross error as to its origin. In 
each case the label is a standard printed lorm, headed "New York Botanical Garden, with 
the cooperation ol Mr. Charles Deering, Exploration of the Florida Keys, Tropical Florida.” 
d’he labels further bear in prinr, “Hammock, Lignum Vitae Key, Monroe County. Collec¬ 
tors J. K. Small, N. L, Britton, December 13, 1919." Further data, in blue ink, is in the 
hand of J. K. Small. In each case the known range ol the species mounted on the sheet and 
named on the label is completely at variance with the stated source on Lignum Vitae Key. 

Two striking cxamisles of this mis-labeled series of specimens are Gentiana pennelliana 
Fern, and ///wtv/.i trigonoearpin Steud. The gentian was reported in tlic Flora (p. 697) without 
details but with the suggestion that rhe species may no longer be presenr in rhe area. The 
basis for this report was an excellent sheet (LISE 17003) ol six llowering plants labeled in 
Small's hand, "Cjentiana" and correctly annotated by R. W. Long as Gentiana pennelliana 
Fern. Thar species, however, is a rightly restricted pine flatwoods endemic known only 
from SIX counties in West Florida (Wakulla ro Walron) and well documenred by Clausen 
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(1941) and Pringle (1967). It is difficult to believe it could survive as a disjunct native or be 
adventive in the tropical hammock of Lignum Vitae Key. 

Similarly,y//wc//r Irigonocarpus was reported by the Flora (p. 2S0) as "Hammock, Lignum 
Vitae Key...rare,” the report being based on a sheet (USF) bearing three plants, with the 
same printed heading and hand-labeled "Juncus.” This species belongs to the same acid-soil 
coastal plain flora as rhe Gentiana\ it is known in Florida only from west of Franklin County 
(FLAS, FSU, USF), although northward it extends into the Carolinas. Again, the habitat of 
this species is grossly different from that of Lignum Vitae Key. 

The full history of what appears to be a set of spurious 1919 Lignum Vitae Key collec¬ 
tions has not been traced. Since Small did not refer to these would-be striking range exten¬ 
sions in his later isublications, it is clear that he did not accept them as the labels would now 
appear to read. The USF specimens were obtained by Mr. George Cooley from the New 
York Botanical Garden, in unmounted form, in the early 1960s. They would appear to have 
been part ol a “rich collection,” referred to by Monachino & Leonard (1959) that for many 
years had lain in storage at NY, but no information is at hand as to how many other 
erroneously labeled specimens were acejuired by USp if any, or how widely dispersed they 
may be in other herbaria, ft is apparent that species with less sharply restricred North 
Florida ranges may more readily pa.ss as acceprably small non-disjunct range extensions. At 
the least, a caveat is in order as to the acceptance of South Florida ranges based on 1919 
Small & Britton collections from Lignum Vitae Key. 

Oknothrra mcslli.ssima. "Drier soils, C,DM.” Small (I9.TH reporred this South 
American species (as Raimannui mallissuna) to occur from Florida to Texas, a claim that has 
been disregarded by North American workers (Munz 1965; Correll & Johnston 1970). The 
Florida plants, at least, are nor of that species, but have been suggested by R H. Raven 
(isers. comm., 1978) to represent Ofnothera bumtlusa or Q. hiimtfnsa 0. laciniata hybrids, 
DFLETF SPECIES. 

Ors'/.a .sativa. “Anhinga Trail, Taylor Slough, D." A perennial, awned rice, “Red 
Rice,” now commonly treated as distinct from Oryza saliva L., has been known for some 
years to be well established in rhe vicinity ofTaylor Slough, Everglades National Park, and 
is represented by specimens (Alwatcr GS-Hy m 1959, FLAS; Craighvad \n 1961, FLAS). 
RESTORE (replace with) Oryza rnjipogon Griff. 

Panicum CONDENSIIM. This species was obscurely recorded by the Flora (p. 189) as a 
variety of Panicum aproUoules Spreng., a species better known (Voss 1966) as P. rigicliilum 
Bose ex Net's. 

Panka'm <;t)N,sANt,i’iNEi M. "Pinelands, (.15M." F'reckmann (1967) retained this en- 
tit)' at the level of species and reported it south to central Florida. Specimens we have seen 
support this range. Ir is very close to, and m fact appears to intergrade with, P. angialifolium 
EIL, a frequent South Florida species. DELETE SPECIES. 

Panicum c.I'.minatum. This distinctive grass was retained in the Flora (p. 176) as Paipa- 
lidiinn gtminalitm (Forssk.) Stapf in Prain, but without indicative synonymy. Gould (1968) 
and other recent workers have supisorred this generic segregation. 

Pank.um i.oNtui-oi.iuM. "Low ground, wet luneland, DM." d’his name is now usually 
placed m synonymy under Pauuum rigid/dnm Bose ex Nees. Though this grass is somewhat 
aggressive and is widespread to the north, we have not seen it south of Okeechobee County. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Pasi’ai.um dii-i-ormi-;. “Pinelands, D." We know this plant (as a synonym of P. flori- 
danum Michx. var. floridannm) south only to Flagler and Marion counties. Specimens bear¬ 
ing this name from Dade County have been misidentihed Paipalum jlorulanum var. 
glabratum Engelm. ex Vasey (= P gigiOilcinn Baldw. ex Vasey). DELETE SPECIES. 


298 


PiiYSALis "l URHiNATA. "Pineland, D.” Even after the work of Menzel (195 1) and Water¬ 
fall (1958, 1968) we remain in doubt as to the correct names of the Florida species of 
Physalis section Pubescentes. More commentary is needed than is appropriate here. Our 
present interpretation is that the Flora (p. 754) was correct in describing this species as 
hairy and with a fruiting calyx up to 4 cm. long; many specimens bearing this name are the 
near-glabrous, smaller-fruited P. cordata Mill. (= P. puheicem L. 'jn glabra (Michx.) Water¬ 
fall). We have, however, seen no specimens of true P turbinata Medic, from Florida. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Pipi-K criopiiYLi.iiM. “Mangrove belt, Jamaica, CDM. ” Adams (1972) considered this 
name synonymous with Piper fadyenii C. DC. in DC., a montane endemic of Jamaica. It 
disappeared from the Flora, apparently recognized as a gross misidentification. DELETE 
SPECIES and the genus Piper. 

PoiN.smniA DHNTATA. "Pinelands, D.” Neither Burch (1966) nor we are able to cite 
collections of this species from Florida. DELETE SPECIES. 

P()LY(,oni-;lla m'i riopiiylla. "Sand scrub, C.” The Flora (p. 375) did not refer to the 
earlier Collier County report, but noted this species “has been found in Dade County.” 
Horton (1963) knew it only as an endemic of central Florida (Highlands County and north¬ 
ward), and we have been unable to locate documenting specimens south of chat area. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

PoTAMOtnn'ON F-i.tiiTANS. "Long Pine Key, DC.” This name is now usually considered a 
synonym of Potamogeton nodosas Poir. in Lam. which in our experience is not found south of 
w'estern Florida. Confusion with the widespread P. illinoensis Morong is suggested. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Pi;nk;a ciRANATUM. "Waste places, old fields - D.” Although this shrub, as Small 
( 193 3) stated, does persist around old homesites, it has only very sparingly been cultivated 
in southern Florida and apparently has never been documented there as an escape. DELETE 
SPECIES, the genus Piinica, and the Punicaceae. 

Rhacoma crossopetaldm. This name should properly have been listed by the Flora (p. 
568) as a synonym under Croisopetalum rhacoma Crantz (Brizicky 1964a). 

Rkapidophylliim HYSTRix. "D.” Wc believe this palm does not range south of Hardee 
and Highlands counties (FLAS, USE). DELETE SPECIES and the genus Rhapidophylltim. 

Rhv'nchospora ediscjniana. Gale (1944) treated this as synonymous with 
Rhynchoipora innrocarpa Baldw. ex Gray. 

Rhynchospora fernaj.oii. “Coastal beaches, C.” Gale (1944) reported this species 
only south to Lee County, and the Flora (p. 231) deleted it without reference to the un- 
ec]uivocal statement in the Annotated Checklist. However, collections from Collier County do 
exist {Craighead in 1956, FLAS; Sandy excavation, Marco Island. Atwater \r\ 1958, FLAS). 
RESTORE Rhynchospora fernaldii Gale. 

RiiYNcaiospoRA iiARVEV'i. “Glacles, D.” This coastal plain species is admitted to the 
Bora of Florida only on the basis of a few northern collections (Leon Co., FSU; Duval Co., 
FLAS). It is unknown in the peninsula. DELETE SPECIES. 

RiiEi.i.iA NiiniFi.oRA. "Pinelands, D.” R. W. Long was a student of K/ze/Z/rf but did not 
discuss the distribution of this species. It apparently is restricted to Texas and northern 
Mexico and had not previously been reported for Florida. It was omitted, without com¬ 
ment, by the Flora (p. 786.) DELETE SPECIES. 

SAcn i'TARiA E'ALt:ATA. “C.” The nearest location at which this species is known to occur 
is in Franklin County, western Florida (FLAS). DELETE SPECIES. 

Salvia mutabilis. We assume this combination is a lapsus calami for the common Hyptis 
niiitabilis (A. Rich.) Briq. 
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S(.noENOLiKi()N AiJiiFLORiiM. Although this name may originally have been applied to 
the more northern Schomoltrinn crocei/m (Michx.) Wood (Sherman 1969), it has long been 
used for S. elhottii Gray, under which the Fiord (p. 283) might have placed it in synonymy. 

ScHRANKiA ANGi;sTisiLiQiJA. Probably only Schrankia microphylla (Dryand.) Macbr. 
occurs in the South Florida area (Iscly 1973; FLAS; contra, Beard 1964, who cited Broward 
and Dade County specimens as S. uncmata Willd.). Isely (1973) considered S. angiistmliqua 
to be a "phase” of S. mkrophylla, within which the Flora (p. 454) should have placed this 
name in synonymy. 

Sci.HRiA SETACKA. Core (19.36) originally held this taxon distinct from Scleria reticularis 
Michx., but Faircy (1967), working under Core’s direction, treated it as van pubescens Britt. 
The above name should have been given by the Flora (p. 237) as a synonym. 

Sisv’RiNCHiuM MiAMiENSE. “D.” The type of this taxon is a collection from Miami 
{Pollard & Collins 264 in 1898, NY), and thus the name should not have been disregarded 
by the Flora (p. 298). Although this plant can be interpreted to fall within a rather inclusive 
interpretation of the East Coast and Bahamian Sisyrinchium arenicola Bicknell, the South 
Florida population appears to merit specific rank (Ward & Gillis 1975). RESTORE Mt- 
yrnichium miamiense Bicknell. 

Smilax lanceolata. "Flammocks, CDM.” This name is a synonym of Sniilax sniallii 
Morong. The species, however, is not known south of Highlands County (Duncan 1967; 
FLAS) DEEETE SPECIES. 

SoEANUM NiciRUM. "Good soil, CDM.” Although this Eurasian species has been repor¬ 
ted in Dade County (D’Arcy 1974), recent workers (Heiser et al. 1979; Ogg et al. 1981; 
Schilling 1981) place all related South Florida materials in S. americannm Mill, (including 
S', nodiflorum or S. pseudogracile Heiser. DELETE SPECIES. 

Sparganium americanum. “Swampy shores, CDM.” This distinctive plant is not 
known in Florida south of Highlands County, either by Beal (1960) or by us (FLAS, FSU, 
FTG, USF). DELETE SPECIES, the genus Sparganium^ and the Sparganiaceae. 

Spartina CYNOSUROIDES. “Saltwater beaches, low tidal lands, CDM.” We have seen no 
records of this grass south of Duval County. DELETE SPECIES. 

Spermaggce tenuior. “Pinelands, CDM.” Long (1970) chose to treat Spermacoce flori- 
dana as a variety of S. tenuior L. In the Floi'u (p. 806) the typical variety was excluded from 
South Florida. This conforms with our experience, although the differences between these 
two taxa seem of specific magnitude. ADD S. floridana Urban^ to the South Florida flora, 
and DELETE SPECIES reported above. 

Sti;nocarpus singatus. “Coral Gables - D.” This tree is cultivated occasionally in 
central and southern Florida, but there is no evidence that it escapes. DELETE SPECIES 
and the genus Stenocarpus. 

Styi.isma AQLJATiGA. “In clearing floor of hammock, D.” This species was attributed to 
South Florida by Moldenkc (1944). Myint (1966) noted the reported range to southern 
Florida had been based upon misidentified specimens, mostly of Slylisma villosa (Nash) 
House, and that S. aquatica was not found south of the Apalachicola River in West Florida. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Thiu.ypterks dentata. “Moist hammocks, CD.” We have seen specimens of this 
species from Collier County {Scull in 1937, FLAS; Avery 2671 in 1969, FLAS), as well as a 

''Spermacoce floridana Urban dates from 15 Aug 1911 {Symbolae Antdlanae 7:550, published on this 
dare according to Carroll & Sutton 1963), while 5. keyensts Small appears to be later. The preface of 
Small, I'dora of the Florida Keys, 1911, was dared 1 1 Aug 1911, bur the publication was recorded m the 
28 Nov 19 14 Index to American Botanual Literature (Bull. Torrey Bot. Club 4 1:575). Since the Index was 
monthly. Flora of the Florida Keys would seem not to have been available until after Oct 1914. 
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"voluntecT in slat house,” Dade Co. (FLAS). It had Lx-en deleted by the Flora. RESTORE 
I'helyplerii ckntata (Fotssk.) E. St. John. 

Tiii'i.vi'Ti.Kis I’AThNS. “Moist haiTimocks, CDM.” Neither Wherry (1964), Smith 
(197 lb), nor recent field botanists in South Florida have been able to expand state records ol 
this species beyond the single 1905 Dade County collection discussed by R. St. John (in 
Small 19CS). We concur with the Flora (p. 101) that this species is highly unlikely to 
remain a member of our flora. DEEETE SPECIES. 

Ttii:m in i-.Ris si;rka. “D." St. John (in Small I91H), in his report of this species for the 
state, recognized that the original specimens from Dade County were not wholly typical of 
the species as known in the West Indies. Wherry (1964) and Smith (197 la) have pointed 
out that, indeed, the Florida collections so named fall within the morphological limits of 
'Fhdyptms at/ii^escrns (Link) Munz & Johnst. DELETE SPECIES. 

Ti ii.LYR'i I RIS I r.-i RAt.oNA. “Moist hammocks, CD.” This species is not known south of 
Marion and Hernando counties (FLAS, USE). DELETE SPECIES. 

Tiii'.m R'l i-.Ris tiLK.iNosA. Thc Flora (p. 100) omitted this name as a synonym nil'hdy- 
pteri.s lorrrsiana (Claud.) Alston. 

TiiI'.rmorsis moi.i.is. "Pineland, hammocks, CDM.” Wilbur (196.5) reported this 
piedmont legume south only to northern Georgia. No conflicting specimens have been 
seen. DELETE SPECIES and the genus 'Fhermopsis. 

Vi RNONiA SC.AHI’RRIMA. "Sandy pineland, CDM.” Jones (1964) failed to find this taxon, 
which he treated as Vernonia angustijolia Michx. var scatmrima (Nutt.) Gray, outside of 
South Carolina and eastern Georgia. DELETE SPECIES. 

Vit.iA ii.oKiDANA. “Margins, hammocks, CD.” This legume, although common in 
northern and cenrral Florida, apparently does not occur south of Desoto County (FLAS, 
HSF). DELETE SPECIES. 

Vit.NA UNtxiicuLATA. “Waste places, CD." This plant is frce]uently cultivated, but we 
know it as an escape only on Sanibel Island, Lee County (FLAS). DELETE SPECIES. 

Wal'hieria ami-.rk.ana. The Flora (p. 6()4) failed to give this name as a synonym under 
W'althma ituhea L. 

Wari:a Cl ini m-oi.ia. “D." Channell & James (1964) have reemphasized the earlier in¬ 
terpretation of this species as known only from Liberty and Gadsden counties, West 
Florida. Dade County material would be the related but distinct Warm carter} Small. 
DELETE SPECIES. 

Wasiiinc. TONI A ficii'i-RA. "CDM.” The vast majority of Florida individuals of rhis genus 
arc thc gtacefully slender Waihinponta robusta Wendl. Washingtoniafihfera is cultivated only 
with rarity in Florida, and we are unable to find evidence that it escapes. DELETE 
SPECIES. 

Wr.BVi I'RiA SUBMERSA. "Submersed acjuatic, C.” This plant is better known as Websteria 
confervoiiles (Poir.) Hooper ( =Scirpus conferva ides Poir. in Lam.). It is rare in Florida, and we 
have seen no specimens from south of Lake and Highlands counties. Inclusion of this species 
in South Florida is based upon specimens from Collier Counry so annotated by H. K. 
Sven.son (FLAS, FSU, USF); rhe plants, however, are submersed forms of the common 
FJeochans baldwniii (Torn) Chapman. DELETE SPECIES and the genus Websteria. 

Wt)Li i iA t.oi.uMHiANA. "Canals, D.” The Flora (p. 254) omitted this genus. Yet this 
species is frequent in Florida and D. W. Hall, recenrly a student of the Lemnaceae, reports 
to us that he has seen a Dade County collection (Sttmpson 7.18, FSU). RESTORE Wolffia 
caliimbtana Karst. 

XvRis BALOWiNiANA. "C.” Ktal (1966) did not find this species south of Marion 
County. We are unable to contradict him. DELETE SPECIES. 

Zamia iNTKt.Rii-OLiA. “Pinclands, CDM." Thc Flora (p. 108) reported the common 
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Florid;! species of this genus to be 7.anua puniila L., a name initially applied to plants from 
Hispaniola but extended by Eckcnwaldcr (1980) to all members of the genus in the West 
Indies and Florida. The Florida representatives, though undoubtedly “founder effect” selec¬ 
tions from this Caribbean complex, seem sufficiently uniform to merit taxonomic recogni¬ 
tion (Hardin 1971; Ward 1979). Alton’s Zamia inU^rifolia, though earlier, is numcnclatu- 
rally superfluous and thus illegirimate. RESTORF (replace with) Z. flonclana A. DC. 

Zos'iERA MARINA. “CDM.” This marine species ranges from Beaufort, North Carolina 
(Den Hartog 1970), north into the arctic seas. It is completely unknown in Florida. 
DELETE SPECIES, the genus Zoslera, and Zosteraceae. 
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